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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to 

a. because the stray marking "Market Fusion" (Fig.3, 6-8) is not proper; 

b. because reference character 312 is used to depict both the edit button and the view 
process button (Fig.3, and p. 9-1 1); 

c. because reference character 314 is used to depict both the create button and the 
upload button (Fig.3, and p.9-10); 

d. as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(h)(2) because partial views drawn on separate 
sheets (Fig.4 and 4(cont'd)) must always be capable of being linked edge to edge so that 
no partial view contains parts of another partial view, a smaller scale view should be 
included showing the whole formed by the partial views and indicating the position of the 
partial views, and each partial view must be labeled separately; 

e. as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(m) because the shading (Fig.3-8) does not aid 
in understanding the invention and reduces legibility; 

f. as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(o) because the legend which appears at the top 
of the figure (Figs. 3, 5, 6, and 7) is not consistent with the description provided in the 
specification (MRP administration, MRP parts editor, MRP line editor [manual], MRP 
PO results [automatic], respectively); 

g. as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(3) because the numbers (Fig.3-8) and 
letters (Fig.3-8) are not at least .32cm (1/8 inch) in height; and, 
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h. as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(u)(l) because the partial views (Fig.4 and 

4(cont'd), if intended to form one complete view, must be identified by the same number 

followed by a capital letter. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one 
figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be 
labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be 
removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be 
renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the 
drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified 
and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. Reference character 312 is used to depict both the edit button and the view process 
button (p.9-10 and Fig.3). 

b. Reference character 3 14 is used to depict the create button and the upload button (p.9- 
10 and Fig.3). 

c. Reference character 304 is used to describe the upload button (p. 10, 1.5) and the 
current MRP process (p.8 and Fig.3). 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Application/Control Number: 09/864,7 1 2 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3623 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to nonstatutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-13 

A computer-related process claim is statutory if it falls within one or both of the specific safe 
harbor categories of post-computer activity or pre-computer activity. For purposes of this 
determination the process had been interpreted as merely and abstract idea of creating a 
document. 

Post-Computer Activity : A claimed process is clearly statutory if it results in a physical 
transformation outside the computer, i.e., post-computer process steps that result in a 
physical transformation beyond merely conveying the direct result of the computer 
operation. In the present application, the claimed process creates the MRP document by 
processing data according to maps. There is no claimed activity or physical 
transformation beyond the bounds of a computer, even if computer implementation were 
claimed in the process. 

Pre-Computer Activity : A claimed process is clearly statutory if it requires the 
measurement of physical objects or activities external to the computer and transformation 
of the signals corresponding to the measurement of the physical objects or activities, i.e., 
pre-computer process steps. In the present application, there is no process step that 
measures physical objects or activities. 



Application/Control Number: 09/864,7 1 2 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3623 

A computer-related process claim that does not fall within one or both of the specific safe harbor 
categories of post-computer activity or pre-computer activity may be statutory if it is limited to a 
practical application within the technological arts. 

Practical Application : A practical application is one that produces a useful, concrete, and 
tangible result. In the present application, the process selects a processor definition 
comprising a map, creates more maps, provides source data, and creates a document or 
record by processing the data according to the maps. The claimed document or record is 
merely a compilation or arrangement of data that is contained within a computer or file, 
not a result that is concrete and tangible. 

Technological Arts : For a process to be within the technological arts, it must do more 
than solve mathematical problems or manipulate abstract ideas or concepts that are 
nonstatutory. If the step(s) of the claimed process manipulate only numbers, abstract 
concepts or ideas, or signals representative thereof, then the process does not manipulate 
appropriate subject matter. In the present application, a human being can perform the 
process steps as claimed using paper and pencil, without applying, involving, using, or 
advancing technology. 
Therefore, claims 1-13 are directed to nonstatutory subject matter. 

Claims 14-26 

The following analysis is made with regard to the "system" claims, in light of the indefiniteness 
of the claims as noted in the rejection below. The specification is silent as to the specific 
computer hardware, or hardware/software combination for implementing the invention. The 
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claimed invention recites a "system" having two features: source data, and a processor definition 
comprising a map. 

Nonfunctional Descriptive Material : The first feature is source data. Data that does not 
impart functionality to either the data as claimed or to the computer is nonfunctional 
descriptive material. Whether or not the material is recorded on a computer readable 
medium, a compilation of data is nonfunctional descriptive material and is nonstatutory 
subject matter. However, the analysis of the claim features continues to determine if 
there is statutory subject matter contained therein. 

Computer Program : The second limitation is a processor definition comprising a map. 
One reasonable interpretation of the claimed feature is that it recites a computer program 
per se. A computer program per se does not define any structural and functional 
interrelationships that permit the computer program's functionality to be realized. The 
claim is merely a compilation of data together with the processor definition, i.e., the 
"system" claim is devoid of any structural and functional interrelationships that permit 
the processor definition's functionality to be realized. 
Therefore, claims 14-26 are directed to nonstatutory subject matter. 

Claims 27-39 

The claims recite instructions for performing a process. Although the preamble recites a 
computer readable medium, there are no structural and functional interrelationships defined in 
the claims that permit the instructions to be realized. The claim is not formulated to include 
computer executable program stored on the computer readable medium for execution by a 
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computer. As such, the claims are nothing more than a computer readable medium "with" 
program instructions. Therefore, claims 27-39 are directed to nonstatutory subject matter. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 14-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

a. Regarding claims 14-26, the preamble recites "A system," and the body of the claim 
recites data and a processor definition. The body of the claim does not include any 
structure, but rather is a compilation of data (nonfunctional descriptive material) and a set 
of instructions (arguably, a computer program). The lack of structure in the body of the 
claim and the preamble recitation "system" renders the claim indefinite in that it is not 
clear whether the claim is drawn to a product, a process performed by a product, or 
something else. The claim must be clarified as to the metes and bounds of protection 
desired: whether the claim is a product or process. For purposes of this Office action, the 
claim has been treated as a product or apparatus claim. 

b. Regarding claims 27-39, the examiner notes three reasons in support of the 
indefiniteness. First, the preamble recites "A computer readable medium;" however, the 
body of the claim includes neither structure of the computer readable medium nor a 
structural and functional interrelationship of the processor definition to a computer 
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readable medium. Second, the recitation of "with" at line 1 is not sufficient to impart any 
structural and functional interrelationship. Third, even if the program instructions at line 
1 were construed as a structural and functional interrelationship with the computer 
readable medium, the recitation of "the instructions" at line 2 is confusing, in that the 
feature may or may not be part of the program instructions, e.g., the instructions further 
comprising. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Eder (US- 
5615109). This reference is taken as a whole as to the disclosure thereof. The following is a 
general discussion of the reference disclosure and, when necessary, particular reference is made 
to the reference by column and line number. 

Regarding claims 1-13, Eder discloses a method for manufacturing purchase orders 
comprising the steps of selecting a processor definition (application software 55 c.21, 1.58 to 
c.22, 1.15), creating maps from a transfer map (data mapping information c.21, 1.64), providing 
source data (after mapping information is entered, data source connection is established c.21, 
1.67), and creating a database record (c.22, 1.1-15). 
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Further regarding claims 5 and 6, Eder discloses purchase orders and requests for 
quotation (open (purchasing and /or manufacturing) order balances, account balances, price 
schedules, etc. c.38, 1.18-35). Eder discloses MRP items (item-vendor relationships c.38, 1.23), 
defaults and settings (user is prompted by the software when entering data), processor (Eder 
processes the data that is entered), creating a plurality of maps before processing data (software 
system checks to make sure mapping tables are completed and stored before data source 
connection is established c.21, 1.58-67), required map (required data c.22, 1.1-11 and c.37), 
primary map (non-required data c.22, 1.1-1 1 and c.37), active map (user inputs data c.22 1.1-1 1), 
default map (c.22 and c.37), and column map (database 90 having tables and fields c.38). 

Regarding claim 13, Eder inherently has an MRP item map since MRP items are 
disclosed (c.38, 1.18-35). 

Regarding claims 14-26, Eder includes a system having a data source (database or user- 
input) and processor definition (application software). 

Regarding claims 27-39, Eder inherently includes a computer-readable medium 52, 72 
containing the application software program . 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

- Tyler (US-5523942) teaches a design lattice 48 for mapping data. 

- Holloway (US-5253164) teaches a program instruction that is used for mapping 
data 
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- Miller (US-5235702) teaches automated mapping for source data. 



7. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner should be directed to Tamara L. Graysay whose telephone number is (703) 305-1918. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz, can be reached on (703) 305-9643. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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